occasionally of unsound mind may not make a contract when
he is of unsound mind. It was proved by expert evidence that
Prathap was of unsound mind at the time of the execution of
the sale deed and Giridhar was of sound mind. As the contract
was entered into by Prathap at the time when he was of
unsound mind, the contract entered with him is not valid and
as the contract was entered into by Giridhar when he was of
sound mind, the contract is valid so far as his share is
concerned. So the sale deed obtained by Balaram in so far as
the share of Prathap is concerned, is void and the sale deed
in so far as the share of Giridhar is concerned, is valid and so,
Balaram is entitled to half the share in the said land.

171. Narayana has got some properties. He married Rajeswari.
After begetting a son, Rajeswari died. As Narayana was young in
age and there was no female assistance in his family to look after
the son, who was only one month old, the elders advised him to
remarry. Accordingly, he married Seetha. Seetha had one minor
brother and one minor sister. After marriage, she pressurised her
husband, Narayana to gift some property to her brother and
sister. She actually dominated the will of her husband by taking
advantage of her relationship with him as his wife. Ultimately,
at her instance and as per her desire, Narayana executed a sale
deed in favour of the father of his wife, Seetha, as her brother and
sister were minors, in respect of half of his landed property,
putting a nominal sale consideration. After some time, the father
of the first wife of Narayana, who happened to be maternal grand
father of the son born to Rajeswari, came to know of the sale
transaction, questioned about the same. What is the effect of the
sale?

* Under Section 10 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872r all
agreements are contracts if they are made by the free consent
of the parties competent to contract. Under Section 14.
consent is said to be free when it is not caused by, among other
things, undue influence. Under sub-section (1) of Section 16
a contract is said to be induced by "undue influence" where
the relations subsisting between the parties are such that one
of the parties is in a position to dominate the will of the other
and uses that position to obtain an unfair advantage over the
other. In other words, a person induced to enter into a
contract by undue influence may treat the contract as voidable.
Such a contract is voidable contract. As Seetha, the second
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